
THE COURTS.
THE PEOPOSED PABADE GB0U9&

The Grand Jury on Harbor Obstructions
a *nd Street Encumbrances.

¥

Express Companies Not Liable to fax ofl
tiros* Receipts.Important Decision.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.
The Grand Jury, in the Court of General Sessions,closed their labors yesterday. Before their

discharge they made an Important presentment to
the Court, In winch they reviewed the subject of
the harbor obstruction arising trom the discharge
of river silt excavated from the docks, and of coal
cinders and aslies from steam vessels on the
waters of the bay and livers adjacent to the city,
the discharge of liquid reiuse from gas works into
the sewers under the streets leading to the rivers,
Ac.; and submitting that, in their opinion, the law
was violated thereby, and requesting the attention
of the Mayor and the Departments or Public Works,
Docks, Health and Uulldmjrs to the same, bo that
measures may be adopted to remedy the evils
arising therefrom.
In to-day's law reports wtll be found that of a

flnlt against the city in which not only the verdict
was recorded against the city, but a severe censurepassed upon the Comptroller. The jury, in its
verdict, says "that the Comptroller was guilty of
negligence amounting to bad faith," this alleged
bad ialth having relerence to the retention oi papersnecessary lor levying the assessment for the
grading and regulating of a portion oi Seventyninthstreet.

THE MILITARY PARADE GROUND.

That Backing Down Revolution of the
Park CommiMionerc-The CoraralMloneraof Awardi and Anenmcnti Asking
the Court Their Duty in the Premise*.
Peeling Among Property Holders.
The Legislature of 1871, pursuant to the urgent

entreaties of the leading otllcers or the First divisionNew Vork National Uuard and others interestedin the matter, passed an act providing lor
the laying out of a military parade grounu In the
npper part of tho city. To the Departmentof Public Parks and the Major Generalcommanding the First division National
fillftTfi WSIM CTIVAtl rhp RPlorHWm nf t.n* crrnnnrl This

they did, selecting the locality between Kingsbridgeroad and the Harlem River, the plot thus
selected comprising eighty-two acres. Judge
Brady appointed Messrs. William C. Traphagen,
William Seaver and Jonn McClave Commissioners
or Katunate uud Assessment. .Shortly lotlowuig the
appointment ol tue above commissioners,
tne I'artc Commissioners on second thought
concluded, inasmuch as the groundselectedwas so iar out of town, so
remote Irom the armories and a matter involvingsuch outlay and increase or the city debt, to
stop any further proceedings on their part, aud
having obtained an opinion from the Corporation
Counsel that they could do so, passed a resolution
accordingly and let the matter drop. With this
the property holders in the vicinity were dissatis-
lied, aud an application was made by the Commissionersor Estimate and Assessment, backed by
these discontented property holders, to Judge
Luwrence in Supreme Court, Chambers, (or instruc-
tlons as to their duties In the premises. Judge
Lawrence directed an order to show cause to be
served on the Corporation Counsel, and in obedi- J
cnce to this order the matter was argued yester- 1
nay in supreme Court Chambers. On the part of
the interested property holders, of waoui large
numbers were present, there was a large
retlnuo of counsel, including ex-Judge Davies,
Jobu P. Shaw and Uranviile P. Haws, while
lighting the battle against them, there appeared
teingte handed Mr. George P. Andrews, Assistant 1
'Counsel to the Corporation. Additional interest
attaches to the case iroin the fact that not oniy
Mayor iiavetneyer is opposed to the scheme, but
Irom a bill already having been presented to the
Legislature to knock the whole project In tiie head.

ARUUMENT FOR THE PKOJECT. 1

Kx-Jiidge Davies opened the argument. lie said
that the commissioners were ottlcers 01 the Court
through their appointment by the Court, and could
come to the Couitior instructions in regard to
their duties, lie insisted further that the Court b
liad made an order requiring them to ascertain the gvalue of the laud required for the parade grouud,
and that while discharging their duties they d
had been served with the resolution of the Com- F
mission of Public Parks, requiring them to cease, t
on the ground that the Park Commissioners had
discontinued the proceeding. He contended that the 1
Commissioners had no authority to discontinue g
the proceeding; that it Mas not a proceeding ,

similar to those authorized by legislative enactmentrelative to the opening aud widening of i
streets and ascertaining the value of lauds lor
public squares as laid down on the map of the J:Commissioners and made under the act ol April, t
1807; that the act ot 1871 creating a special board ^
lor laying out the puulic parade ground was *

mandatory, and that alter the ground had been
laid out and the map hied the land embraced in
the parade ground was condemned to the public
use and could not thereafter be used for any pur- ,
pose by the owners; that, therefore, It was im- *;
peratlve that this proceeding suould pro- J;
gress with all possible rapidity with a f
view to ascertain the value of the land so condemned;that the Commissioners of the Public ,
Parks, by virtue of the acts conferring authority In t
reierence to this parade ground, had only con- J
lerred on them the autnority to take the necessary "

proceedings to acquire the title to the property; ^
that they had taken these proceedings in applying v

to the Court for the appointment of comrnis-
sloners; that commissioners having, on their r
application, been appointed, their powers were ^
CAILitunicu, uuu Luiib uu auk ui biiu ut-|biniabui« wuferredupon theui any power to lnteriere with the
duties 01 tiie commissioners or to discontinue their
proceedings in the case.

HACKING UP OK THE PARK COMMISSIONERS,
Mr. Andrew*, in reply, urged as his lirst point of

objection that by law the present application
.could only be made through the Corporation Coun8ol.His second point was that the law required 1
that, notice should be given by publication ia Hie
newspapers and the pusuug or handbills lor lourteendays, which had not been done. 'Uls third
point was that the application was unprecedented,and without authority ol law. He
tlieu went on to say that a receiver appointedby the Court was required, as un 3
otllcer or the Court, to obtain instructions \
as to his duty, but insisted the commissioners in »

street openings are not oflicers ol the Court, and
had no right to call upon the Court for Instructions.The law required them to apply to the CorporationCounsel aud not to the Court. His next 1
point was that the Court wou:d not attempt to In-

structthe commissioners, inasmuch as it could
make no order in the matter which would be
binding on any one. The Court., ir it saw lit, could j
express Its opinions upon the questions sof law involved. There was no occasion,
however, for the Court to Interfere. It, 1
us claimed, the resolution discontinuing the t
proceeding was null and void, the Commissioners i
had onlv to proceed under the order appointing c
tliem. When the report was presented lor confirmationthen only could the question arise as to c
whether the Department of Parks had the right to i
pass the resolution discontinuing the proceedings. i
He urged that tne Department or Public 1'arks had i
a right to discontinue the proceeding under the t
statute providing that similar proceedings shall be i
taken in all respects In regard to the acquiring of \
title to the public parade ground as is authorized i
to be taken by section t>, chapter 6U7 Laws of j
1867. He then quoted section 7, chapter 209
ol the Laws or 1839, providing that the Mayor, Al- I
dermcn and Cojjmonalty shall be authorized at <
uny time prior to the con Urination of the report t>y i
the Court to discontinue all lunhcr proceedings i
relative to such matter without the necessity oi ]
applying to the Court for permission to do so. It
was clear, he urged, that under these several <
laws all the laws relating to street opening pro- i
ceedings now in force apply to proceedings to ]
acquire title to land lor this parade ground. As
hi me discontinuance 01 such jiiutccuiu^o i

statutes nmue it clear that the Department or i
I'arks liau the same power in this regard as
the Mayor, Aldermen and Commonalty ol tue city.
He insisted that there wus no validity lu the objec-
tlon that the Major General of the First division
must coocor with the Department ot I'arlcs. The
latter had the same power to dlscontlne as It had
to Institute the proceedings. In conclusion, he con-
tended that the objection that the discontinuance
was a hardship upon those owning property adja-
cent to the parade ground Wtt8 QOt a question lor
the Court to consider.
Home further argument ensued, when Judge

Lawreuce took the papers.

IMPORTANT GRAND JURYPRESENTMENT.
Harbor Obstruction* and Street Kacain-'
brnnees.Hints tor tbe Commissioners
of Dock*, Works, Health and Building*.
The Orand Jury of the GeMral Sessions ended

It* labors yesterday and made the following pre*
sentmcnt:.

Grand Jury Room, Jan. 30,18T4.
The Orand Inquest la and lor the city and

teuutr oj Mew York, liaviug eateruuueu and

NEW Y0K1
considered the aeverai subjects of the dls- I
charge or the river silt excavated Irom the
docks, and of coal cinders and ashes from
steam vessels in the waters of the bav ami rivers
adjacent to this city; the discharge of liquid reiuse
irom gas works into the sewers under the streets
leading into tue rivers; the encumbering oi
streets and sidewalks, and the erection of
sheds aud enclosed buildings upon the balk-
(leads and piers upon the river fronts,
respectfully submit that In the discharge of the
silt excavated froai the docks aud of coal cinders
irom the steam vessels into the bay ana rivers,
that the de^th of their basin is decreased thereby.
and that,'as a consequence, th?ir tidal and fluvial i
volumes are impaired; that the light portion of |
the silt and the ashos discharged in th:s manner
are borne away by the currents and ara graduallydeposited In the quiescent portiunfi ot the waters,
&>! lU'on shoals and shores, whereby both th'fi tidal l
anw aud vy^ipie are lessened; and, as the result ,

of this reduction or theU volume, their erosive actionIn malh tailing the required depth ol water over *
the bar at bandy Root ia gradually lessened; that 1
in the discharge ol the liquid refuse from the gas <
works ipto the sewers of the streets, aud '
from thence flowing Into the docks be- 1
tween the piers, noxious vapors are exhaled 1
thereirom, permeating dwellings, to the
detriment oi the health of our citizens,
and discoloring vessels, buildings and merchandisesubjected thereto: that, while we fully accord I
to the Imperative requirements ol commerce great c
privileges and necessities in the accommodation .

of merchandise in transit, yet the continuous encumbranceot the streets and sidewalks aud the *
construction of luilammable sheds aud euclosed B

buildings uuon the piers is whoily at variance with u
the requirements ol our citizens in the trauspor- t
wuuu ui UICIUUBIIUIIID >uu liiciuiy 01 irunsil, an 1 "

lu security against tire to the vessels moored to C
the piers, anil to ttio buildings and property upon >!
the river streets. /i
Lntertaiiung these views, we present the several t

matters relerred to as violations of the law and
propriety, as nuisances demanding abatement,
and tliat they are severally pregnant with lujury
to the commercial interests ol this city, iuductive c
to disease uud dlscomiort to our citizens, the t
cause ol an unnecessary destruction to their prop- v
erty, and involving the loss of vessels, goods and
stores by tire; and we further submit to Bis Honor 1
the Major and the Departments or I'uolic Wonts, s
Docks, Health and Uullciuigs their consideration ol l
these matters. CHA3. H. HASWfciLL, Foreman. c
Tuos. WoouwAitb, Secretary. j

CONTINUATION OF LEXINGTON I
AVENUE. \

t
An Effort to Get the Report of the 1
Commissioner* Confirmed.interposing
Technical Objections.
The work of getting through to successful completionthe proposed extension ol Lexington avenuefrom I02d street to Harlem River seems to be 11

hedged about with interminable difficulties. While r

property owners affected by tUe improvement c
and those living In the vicinity are anxious 1

to have the project accomplished, every- P

thing in the way or technical objections
seems to be thrown in the way. The 8

question ol continuing the report of the Comrnis- v
siouers ol Awards and Assessments in regard to p
the opening of Lexington avenue above io:;d s
street came up lor consideration yesterday m jj
Supreme Court, Chambers, beioie Judge Lawrence. |(Mr. Andrews, Assistant Corporation Counsel, u
called the attention ol the Court to the lact tuat
the act under which the commissioners were c,
appointed required a publication of the
nonce in one or more papers selected u
lor Corporation advertising. He obieeimi >

Unit lu this case, though the notice way published
tu one or more of the city uapers, it was not pub- l(
liHhed in au oitlcial organ, none such ut that time
having been designate.!. Ue insisted tnat this nobjection might hereaiter be considered as a ratal n

irregularity, depriving the commiosioners or jurisdictionand leaving the assessments liable to oe '

vacated hereaiter by the courts. L the Oourt,
however, should be 01 opinion that the irregular- t,
ity suggested was without vitality to Impair the j
legality ol the acts of the commissioners, he was aprepared to make the formal motion lor the con- ».
flrmation oi their report. aV arious counsel, representing various property j,
awuers to whom awards uad been made, urged luthe adoption of their report. Nearly all pursued tlthe same line of argument. To the objection made e
ay Mr. Andrews they based their opposition on Qlthe lact that, In numerous cases since the passage tlif the act of 1872 to vacate assessments u,
mposed on the property oi their clients, ft
n whicu the question 01 irregularity lu advertU- tt
ug hud been raised, that DOliit had been overruled 8(
miiormly by the courts, they holding that ad such
regularities were caused by the provisions oi the a
ict. tl
At the conclusion of the argument Judge Law- tl
once took, the papers, reserviug his decision. Cl

DODD'S EXPRESS COMPANY. ®

Express Companies Not Liable to Tax on

Their Gross Receipts.Important Decision.
In the United States Circuit Court yesterday,

iefore Judge Nathauiel Shlpmau, an action of a
omewhat important character was tried. Alexan>erSpalding, Collector of the Eighth Internal u<

Levenue district, caused a duty of three per cent cc

n the gross receipts of Dodd's Express Company gl

o be levied. Ue claimed that tils action in this re.
1)1

peot was sustained by section 104 of the Act of rc

864. This law is to the effect that all persons do- cc

ng express business are bound to pay a
ax of three per cent on the gro."s re- ai
eipts or such business. The company paid the u
mount claimed under protest anil then brought m
hd present suit to recover back the sum thus a
laid. Counsel for the express company con- ci
ended that the business tuey transacted was in
uerely of O

A LOCAL CHARACTER, <ji
onslsting of carrying boxes and parcels around ai
he city; that, under the terms ol the law, they bt
ould not be regarded as an express company, 1,1
md that thereiore the government could not ie
egally demand the tax from them. The Judge w
tated that his opinion was that the act m
lad relerence only to large express com- tli
>anies. The L'nlied States District Attorney M
advanced the proposition that the act applied to
ill who did any bntUMM us express companies,
he amount claimed in this case is but $200. Judge
ihipman directed a verdict for the express com- hi
>any. The matter thus disposed oi was a test case, r
>ut other suits in relation to the same point involvean amount of about $40,otm. The question
lad been under the consideration of the Secretary d<
>i the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal
levenue. and the conclusion they arrived at was Tl
hat it was not within tne power of the Collector dt
o exact the tax, but penulng the result of tnis
uit they had declined makiug any linal decision. M

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS, pi
t Sl

UNITED STATES CIRCUT COURT. ai
si

Judge Benedict sat yesterday at No. 27 Chambers se

treet, and proceeded to sentence the prisoners "

vno had been convicted during the recent term of
lie Court. bi

Charge of Perjury. cc
Mr. Purdy, United States Assistant District S

Lttorney, moved lor sentence upon Oscar F. Wain- w
vright, who had been convicted of perjury.
Mr. Charles VVehle asked that sentence be post- Tl

inned. as he understood the prisoner had made 111

rome disclosures, and would make some more, lie al
>elleved that the prisoner was a victim, rather rc

Uau a victimtzer. He would ask a postponement C(mtll Mr. Kowan, who had amended the prisoner,
:ould tie heard. j.Mr. l'urdy stated that the prisoner had had
imple opportunity to prepare for his trial, Ho rc
low, in uis extremity, proposed to explain this cc
natter, and give tliem un opportunity to come at iu
nen who, as he said, were more guilty than hlmielf.Whatever statement the prisoner might ct
liake was opeu to suspicion, he havtug been con- u.
Meted of perjury. As he (Mr. Purdy) understood,
;he prisoner could not be corroborated to any g,
treat extent, though he said ne could reach the
nan who hired him to pat his name on a false
wild. But after putting the government to the
expense ol a trial the prisoner could not be alowedto go at liberty because lie pointed to a man
ivlio was not more guilty than lumseli. He (Mr. ,1.
l'urdy) was satisfied tnat the verdict was correct.
Mr. Woble asked a postponement ol this matter vc

>n the ground of surprise, because he had been in- s.
ormed that Mr. Purdy had said that he did not belevethe prisoner was guiity. «

Judge Benedict.1 am satisfied with the verdict, «,

imi F have 110 doubt 01 the prisoner's guilt. I 1.

make this remark in un emphatic way because It is
:oo much the custom to make those statements A
liter verdicts 01 juries have established the guilt ,jf prisoners.
Mr. Wehle begged to withdraw the remark he

had made; he did uot make it of nls own
knowledge. lie had not been personally eugaged .

In the case, aud tt might be tnat the disclosures
which the prisoner iiad made were or were not
satisfactory. Mr. itowau, who had been engaged v,
in the case, was not now present. Without saying
anything of the Justice or injustice of the case he
did uot think that sentence suould be pressed for n
now. "

Judge Benedict.That Is a question for the Dis- .

trlct Attorney. ,
Mr. Wehle asked, as a matter of professional fa- i

vor, that the matter be postponed until It could be
looked into.
Mr. Purdy. In reply, said he wonld accede to this

appeal and move for sentence on the "th of Keb- n
ruary. 0
Mending an Obweim Article Through

the Mails. '

Louis Zellner, who had beei* convicted of send- ^

ing an obscene article through the malls, waa sea- d
tenccd to one year's Imprisonment. vt

Breaking Into a Pott Ofllce.
Daniel O'Brien, a boy about eighteen years of t

we. who stated, in roott to luo Court. b« vim i.

£ HKHALD, SATURDAY,
born in Rockland county, and who had pleaded
fnnltT of breakluj into the Post ORlce of Piermont
and destroying letters therein, wan sentenced to
three years' imprisonment and to pay a tine or |l,
lenience to be executed in Kiugs County Penitentiary.his was the second time the prisoner had
tK>en sentenced by Judge Benedict lor violating the
law.
James Kelly, who had also pleaded guilty of havingt iken part in the oiieuoe committed by O'Brien,

*ud who, in reply to the Judge, said ''he had no
particular plaoe to live in," was sentenced to three
rears'imprisonment and to pay a fine of fl sentenceto be carried Into effect in Kings County Penitentiary.

Opening and Destroying Letters.
Thomas Magulre, a lettsr carrier, In the employofthe Pojt; ()(tite, who had pleaded guilty of

jpeuing and destroying totters entrusted to htm
;o deliver, was next called up for sentence. It
ippeared that when the prisoner committed the
mence he was in a bad stato of intoxication, and
ore the letters open in a very public manner In a
iquor saloon, tie was sentenced to six months'
mprisoument and to pay a Hue or $1.

Smuggling Cigars.
Edward Hutlcr and William Gallagher, who had
leaded guilty of smuggling a small quantity of
Igars, were separately sentenced. Addressing
Sutler, the Juilgo said that offences of this kind
rere sometimes settled by a money compromise,
nd the effect of this was to screen men guilty or
;reater oifeucos than thoso who uow stood before
lint for sentence. But he mnst Inflict some nun-
aliment on the prisoners for engaging in illicit linortatlon,even though it was small, and lie hoped
L was (lie lust time ttiey would be lonnd engaging
a Hueli an operation. They -were each sentenced
o thirty days' imprisonment.

Counterfeiting.
John Moorehead, convicted of counterfeiting, was
icxt brought forward. The Judge told Uim that
his was nut Ills first offence. Ho had been preiouslyconvicted, but was pardoned. "From all
hat I have been able to ascertain about you,"
aid the Judge, "I think the proper course would
ie to inflict upon you a severe punishment. You
oust bo imprisoned seven years at hard labor aud
lay a line oi $1."
The prisoner, wlien he beard the sentence, made
ome exclamations und attempted to hand a
larcel of papers to the Judge. He laid hold oi the
ail in front or the bcnclj, and it was with difficultyhat two of the oillcers could puil him away, which
hey dually succeeded in dolug.
I'h« Case of George B. Darli.Ex-CollectorJoshua R. Halley.Notion to

Kxpnnge the Record of Uavl*' Conviction.
Mr. Samuel llirscn, holding a bundle of affidavits

a his hand, proceeded to make a motion that the
ecord oi the conviction of George B. Davis in this
lourt, iu July, 1809, for perjury, be expunged, on
he ground that Davis, alter having served out a
ortion of uls sentence, had been pardoned by the
'resident. This pardon, as counsel claimed, retoredDavis to all his rights as a citizen, and
riped out the effect of his conviction. It now upearedthat all that George B. Davis had said repectlngex-Collector Joshua K. Bailey was true. If
i&rts liatl been couvicteu by a witness of reliabilylet mat witness come lorward; let Joshua K;ailey,who was now

A KUUiriVB FROM JUSTICE,
ome back und lace the music.
Judire benedict (emphatically).'There must be a
mit to this. 1 do not leel bound to sit here to
jteu to au argument upon affidavit for the puroseof showing that alter six or seven years the
jcord of this conviction should be expunged.
Mr. Hirscti.It is only live years. The iudicttentwas found on the aoth of November, 1868, and
avis was convicted in July, 1S69.
juugc ueuuuu/i.i uu uoi waiu 10 sic ncre auu
sten lo aa argument upon affidavit to suow that
lshuuld try to retry a man who has been senincedaua has undergone a part 01 las semonoe.
must repeat in this case, as I Have just doue in
Dottier, that i do not desire to near couusel state
tat there is no doubt or tue man's innocence at
11 when lie has been lairly tried and rive years
ttve elapsed since he was convicted. The
ict thai tue Executive, after the convieonof a man, pardous him. Is no
vidence at all upon the subject of Ills guilt or in
ueeuce. 1 do not question the right of the cxecuveto exercise tuat power, wnether a man be
mlty or lunoccnt. 1 have some recollection of
us case, and it is useless to take up my time for
io purpose oi intenering with the record attcr
> long a time has elapsed.
Mr. Ulrseh replied that Mr. Samuel 0. Courtney
rid Mi. l'ierrepout would attend oefore Court in
as matter on citation, if it were necessary lor
iicin to appear, tic (Mr. Hirsch) would show the
juvictlou of three or the witnesses who had been
rocured to swear away the liberty of Ueorge B.
'avis.
Judge Benedict denied the motion.

SUPREME COURT.GENERAL TERM.
Winding Up tlie BuiIiimi of lite Term.
By Judgos Davis, Daniels, Donohuc and Barrett.
There was a protracted session of this Court yesirday,the object being tne winding up the busiessof the term. During the mouth an unpreidentednumber of cases has been aried,and what is more the decisions have
>en rendered with unprecedented promptness.a
ssult that cannot tail to give to the judges now

instituting this Court increasing popularity with
te meuiDers 01 cue isar. Among toe last cases
gued was that of Joab Lawrence, whom the
overnor 01 Michigan has for some time been tryigto get back to that State to answer

charge of alleged conspiracy. This
ise Las been so frequently belore the Courts,
Supreme Court Chambers, in the Court of

yer ami Terminer ami United States District
jurt on habeas corpus proceedings, that the facts
e already lauilllar to the public. The argument
;tween Air. VVillard Bartlett, on behali of Mr.
iwrence, and District Attorney Phelps was
ngthy and able on both sides, but resulted, as
ih be seen in tne decisions given below, in a dlsissal01 the sun. It was alter four o'clock when
te court adjourned, which was till the second
onday of February.

Butch of Dcclsfona.
The following decisions, all being of cases which
ive been argued uuriag the present month, were
ndered by the court:.
Cornelius Bulling vs. Margaret King..Motion
;uied, with $10 costs. Opinion by Judge Davis.
James Coogan vs. The Mayor; Miciiael Doian vs.
lie Same; John Brcnnan vs. The same..Motious
rnied, without costs. Opinion by Judge Davis,
ihomas Hoiloway vs. Benjamin F. Stephens..
otiun denied, with $10 costs. Opinion by Judge
aniels.
Edwin R. Brink vs. Republic Fire Insurance Commy;Same vs. Hanover Fire Insurance Company:
inn; vs. Oermanla Fire Insurance Company; Same
i. Magam Insurance Company..Order reversed,
id order oi reiercnce vacated on plaintlti's
;lpulatlng that the evidence of witnesses now abiiitfrom the State taken belore the* referree be
'ad on the trial at Circuit. Opinion by Judge
aniels, Judge Barrett dissenting.
Charles A. Wlutmore vs. Burhans Van Steenli'gn..Orderappealed irom reversed, with $10
jsis, and motion to vacate arrest denied, with
10 costs. Opinion by Judge Barrett.
Mary Delany vs. Martin Deiany..order affirmed,
ith $10 costs. Opinion by Judge Davis.
David H. Wallace et al. vs. I he American Linen
liread Company..Order reversed, with $10 costs,
jd commission granted.
Elizabeth ltriukiey vs. Hugh L. Brlnkley..Order
Jlrmcd, with $10 costs, opinion by Judge Barstt.
In ro John J. Astor..Onler affirmed, with $10
>sts. Opinion by Judge Davis.
Charles A. u. Depew vs. Cynthia B. Dewey..Ortreversed. Opinion by Judge Daniels.
Trenor W. Park vs. Thomas B. Musgrave..Order
verse'i, witn jiu costs 01 appeal, anu a morion :o
mtlnue Injunction denied, witn $10 costs. oplunby Judge Barrett.
Amos S. Rogers, assignee, vs. George Schmersal
aL.Order reversed, with $10 costs, and motion
Mlied With $10 COBtS.
The People vs. Frank R. Sherwlu..Order afmod.Opinion by Juuge Donoliue.
Henry Derzold vs. Charles Puchta..Order afrmed,with $10 costs. Opinion by Judge Darnel*.
David B. Richards vs. orange Judd..Order aimed,with $10 costs. Opinion by Judge Davis.
Edward S. Innes vs. Margaret Purcell..Order
juying motion to remove reieroe denied, with $10
»sts. Order allowing releree $100 lor Ills lees reused,with $10 costs, opinion by Judge Daniels,
irne vs. Same (Ave cases)..Orders affirmed.
Maria Paulinu von Rhade vs. Adolph von
hade..order appealed irom modified and airmedas modlfleu. opinion by Judge DanleLs
ulge Donohue dissenting.
Aivah Miller vs. Charles S. P. Howies; Nathan
ppleton vs. Same..Orders affirmed. Opinion by
jdge Donooue.
Ensha D. Whitney vs. Richard Pemston. Order
lllrmed. Opinion oy Judge Daniels.
Betsy Mitchell vs. Martin J. Dunn..order resrsenand order to be entered in conformity to
pinion. Opinion by Judge Daniels.
Samuel S. fredwell vs. katpli M. Pomeroy; Same
s. same..Appeals dismissed, with $10 costs,
pinion oy Judge Davis.
Walter w. Price vs. Juliet Price and Constance

. Price..Order appealed irom affirmed, with $10
usts. Opinion by Judge Daniels.
Tho Bowery National Bank vs. The Mavor, Ac..
udgment reversed and new trial granted, oosts to
blue event. Opinion by Judge Davis.
John J. Davenport vs. The Mayor, Ac..Judgment
fflrmed. opinion by Judge Donohae.
Dennis Hogan vs. The People..Conviction afrmedand proceedings remitted lor sentencu.
pinion bv Judge Donohue.
Richard E. Monnt, Executor, vs. Natlnn D.
lilngwood.-Judgmentaffirmed. Opinion oyJudge
'avis.
The People ex rel. Margaret J. Lcary vs. ThadeusH. Lane, Justice. Ac..Proceedings ravened,
rlth costs. Opinion by Judge Donohue.
C. Bainbridge smith, Executor, vs. Winchester
rittan..Judgment affirmed. Opinion Dy Judge
>avis.
Milton A, Qoodeaougb wuituu u. ijpeiwer..

jaNUAKY 31, 1874.TK1I
~

_ 'ijd, wttU coats. Opinion by JudgeJudgment afflrw
Daniel*. ran Ann Bplain vs. The New

l toe People ex re I. »s. >Us aUlrwed. Opiulou byYork Asylum..Proceetfw
Jndgo Danteta. A. Hanks, Ac..

l)uvid Hanks et al. vb. Oh**1* t r amount to be
Order modi tied koiuid diret/* -tatute. Opinpaidto the widow according to *ue **

Ion by Judge Daniels. .. m,;.»m T.
The I'eople ex ret. HIlaaT. Tottl^ "

Walton. -Proceedings affirmed. Opin.QU "f JWt*
DttUiel8* -Mnr.t*llenry Alker, Public A<1mtnlntrstor,-y8. «°ruz
Salomon..order athrmod. wttli «ie costs. fJuuies P. Dectier and l.orln ingersolL.Order."'
firmed, with costs, with leave to defendant to auswerin twenty davs on payment of costs.
Joseph W. Savage vs. Josephine Alkm..Order reversed,without costs.
The People ex rei. Joab Lawrence vs-Jobn R.

Brady, Juatlce, Ac..Proceedings aitlnuedAnd writ
dismissed.

Newly fledged Lawyeri>
The following gentlemen having successfully

passed their examinations to the Bar, were yesterdayduly sworn in as attorneys:.Messrs. WilliamC. Dorney, lieorge Tompkins, James B. Hoe,
ivnvaru j. uranier, nermann Stlefel, Kmmett K.
Olcott, Walter U. Coleinan, George U. Zabriskey,
Cbarleti N. HarrU, George L. Kivor and Walter U.
Conway.

SUPREME COUiiT.CiP.CUlT.PART 2.
Verdict of Ccninrr Agalnit Comptroller

Green.
Before Judge Barrett.

In yesterday's Hekald vr, h given the particulars
of a suit brought by Charles Devlin against the city,
10 recover some )3j,ooo on a contract for grading
and regulating Seventy-piuth street, between
Ninth and Tenth avenues. The Comptroller refused
to pay the amount of the claim, unless Mr.
Devlin would consent to the reduction of $5,000,
the amount lor which he was surety on
the bond or the previous contractor, who
abandoned the job. The jury found that the plaintiffwas liable on his bond of $o,oco because of the
abandonment oi the contract by tue lormer contractor,and that "the Comptroller was guilty of
negligence amounting to bad faltn in retaining the
papers necessary lor the levy oi the assessment,"
and that the wnole sum became due. The verdict
was reudered for piatutifT lor $28,252 88, including
interest, the $r>,ooo on tne bond of the plaintilT beingdeducted, ah allowance of $500 was also
granted, adding this additional sum to the costs of
the litigation.

SUPREME COUhT.-uHAIMERS.
Oeemloni.

Bv Judge Lawrence.
Bodoer vs. Boducr, Schweninger vs. Schweninger.-Reports continued and judgments

of divorce grauted.
Wood vs. saul..Judgment granted.
in 'he matter, Ac., Freeman l>e Long vs. Dittenhoffer.Kagan vs. Walsh, schenck. Ac., vs. lugraham..Memorandums.
C'humcro vs. Lee. Ac..Receiver appointed.
!n the matter, Ac., Young; in the matter, Ac.,

New Amsterday Insurance Company, Krikara vs.
Suchy..Orders grauted.

Ify Judge Brady.
Bartlett vs. McNeill..Urauted.
In the matter, Ac., Mailer..Memorandum.

SUFEMOR COURT-SPECIAL TERM.
Decisions.

Bv PhiAf MamaII
Eisner vs. Mishain, Talcott vs. Beldlng, Gurley

vs. Lewis..Orders grunted.
strits vs. l.och et al..Motion for reference and

receiver granted.
Moses vh. Waterbury Button Company..Motion

granted, Ac. See opinion.

MARINE COURT.CHAMBERS.
Decisions.

By Judge Joaciiimsen.
Undernill vs. Merchants' Uie insurance Company,Kowmel vs. World Mutual I.ue Insurance

Company, Hawkins vs. Brceu..Motious domed.
Loweubelu vs. Howe, Whitney vs. Obemdorff,

Richardson vs. Uusslug..Motious denied.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.
Burglaries. and Larcenies.-Close of the

Term.
Before Judge Sutherland.

In this Court yesterday Joseph Hopkins, alias
Charles Melville, was tried and found guilty of
grand larceny. The evidence for the prosecution
was that on the 'id of September he, in compuny
with another mau, went Into the rubber store of
Uodgman & Co., No. 27 Maiden lane, and while a
clerk wus showing him goods Hopkins stole $100
in bills from the drawer of tue desk. The testimonywas circumstantial, but conclusive, especiallyIn the absence of any evidence for the
accused.
Mr. Klntzlng defended Hopkins, and availed

himself of every legal technicnl objection which
his experience and skill s uggested.

District Attorney Rollins informed His Honor
that the accused, although very youthful looking,
had been convicted in 1872 of a similar offence and
sent to the State Prison, but lor some reason or
other he was pardoned.

Thit iMtv Jiihira At'nri>nj>of1 llnntinri tn Hia Utata

Prison for lour years and six months.
Mary Jane Sutherland, alias Annie Sinclair,

pleaded guilty to grand larceny In stealing;, on the
21st lust., wearing apparel valued at $ai>4, belongingto Georulana E. Matthews. This prisoner lias
recently been discharged irom the l'enitentiary.
1 he Judge sent her to the State Prison lor lour
years.
John J. Blalf, the youthful Harlem burglar, who

pleaded guilty on ihursday to burglary in the
third degree, was sent to the State Prison for four
yearn.
William Murray, who, on the 15tn of January,

stole four dollars from the overcoat pocket ol
Charles Roege, pleaded guilty to petty larceny irom
the nersou.
William Reynolds, who, on the evening of the

12th lnst., was discovered in the house of Patrick
Maher, No. 228 West Thirty-sixth street, with intentto commit a larceny, pleaded guilty.
These prisoners were each sent to the State

Prison for two years and six months.
Bernard Doran, a boy, pleaded guilty to stealing

sixty cents from the overcoat pocket of William 0.
Long, on the 8th of this month. lie was sent to
the House of Retugt'.
Henry Harris, colored, indicted for burglariously

entering the house of Charles Coi n, No. 4hb canal
street, on the I4ih of January, and stealing twenty
caps, pleaded guilty to burglary in the tnird degree.His Honor sent him to the state Prison for
three years.
Carrie Lee, charged with stealing a pocketbook

containing $29 from John House, pleaded guilty to
petty larceny. She was sent to the Penitentiary
lor six months.
Abraham Franklin, who was indicted for stealing$»o worth ol household property on the 27th of

October Irom Isaac Franklin, his lather, who Intercededfor lils erring son. He persisted in saying
that the youth would not steal irom anybody else,
aud that he was only sixteen years old. This statementcaused considerable merriment in Court,
irom the lact that rhc boy himself was equally sure
that he wus nineteen years oi age, aud his appearanceindicated that lie could pass for twenty-one.
His iiouor sent Franklin to tne Penitentiary lor
one year.

liarccny of a Horse and Wagon.
Peter Gillespie was eonvlcted of stealing a horse

and wagon, on the 16th Inst., worth $£>0, the
property of Matthew Cairns, who left tho horse
standing in Baxter street. The boy was caught in
Broadway by an oitleer. As it was shown the accusedwas under tho Influence of liquor, the jury
recommended mm ro mercy. He was sent to the
State Prison lor eighteen months.

An Acquittal.
Anthony Pratt was triad upon a charge of stabbingMarcelo tn the throat and legs with a

pocket knile, on the 18t,n or December. The evidenceshowed that the parties were Spauiards,
and rival venders or Yankee notions on board
Spanish vessels, and thai ou the day in question
they quarrelled. The statements or Mie complainantand the accused were at utter variance with
each other. Pratt claimed that he used the knlie
in «c!l-dercnce, whiuh resulted In a verdict or not
guilty.
The Tompkins Park Rioters Indicted.
The (irand Jury loiuid a bill /or riot and assault

and battery growing out of the Tompkins square
no; agaiust Charles Dress, Adolpti Keller, John
Muller. lieorgo Dlerbcrger, John Unglehanl, Justus
Schwab, Herman Lizaeheski aad John Uutchie.
Shortly oefore the Court adjourned Justus Schwab
was hailed lutlie sum or fi.uou.
The petty jury were discharged ror Aic term.

HARLEM POLICE COURT.
The Tw«aly»flr«t Arraignment of a FemaleRounder.
Margaret Leildy, aged thirty, well known to the

residents ol Harlem as a chronic vagrant, wan yesterdayarraigned before Justice Murray at this
Court, cnarged with stealing a watch, the property
or Utiprge Bucll, of No. fca East 118th street. The
complainant is a starter in the employ ol the SecondAvenue Hail road Company, and the timepiece
was stoleu from him wnile sleejuliig tn a chair at the
IjTth street depot. The watch was found on tne
perfon of the accuged when arrested hy ofllcor
Dennis, of the Twelfth precinct. She was coin
uiltted lor trial In detault, of $Aou bail.
The officers of tb* Court affirm that the present

makes the twenty-flrst arraignment of Margaretbefore tnat tribunal on charges varying irom Intoxicationto larceny from the person, she was
irequently committed to the Island by Justice
Mcyuiuie far terms of ten. thirty and sixty days,
out, in a numt»er of instances, mvsteriousi.v reapueared.altar Old UAunui wot* luo vUBUMtioa of

PLK SHEET.
the sentence imposed. An Inquiry into these repeatedcranioOB or punishment «u made bat itresulted in no satisfactory explanation' of themystery.

JEFFERSON iARHET POLICE COURT.
An Kdltor tn Trouble.
Before Justice Kilbretb.

James McDcrmott, tbe editor of the Brookln
Sunday Kxpreas, was arraigned yesterday on a

cba»"£e of 'ootlng John McDonagli. tbe proprietor
Of tbe IlqW saloon No. 302 Bowery, jbe testimonyin tbe CM# ^at McDeriaott drew bis
revolver to protect "I)?9 «

'ro,u a**ault of a
n/Hii named Patrick; R. Byrnes, and ticOuuagh
aD»k"*ig between the parties and was shot accidentally111M alleged that Mr. McDermott's wife iia*
been ins ^tutlng divorce proceedings against Her
hiiyhand ftiu"' tlmt Byrnes was employed as a privatedetective to "work up evidence." Meetiug on
WArinfftiiRv niit *U In the saloon mentioned tbe
parties had some words, which finally ended in
blows and tiie accuiv.'Nftal shooting of an innocent
ivirtv Mr McDoilklftl WllO W1W 8llOt, 18 HQ old till3

fieavj inan and has beei* rmrJr^aniS
lor some time. He i)eoan.* Oail lor McDcrmott and
was at once accepted.

ESSEX »AP.KEJ_ POLICE \CCUBT.
A Vatal Ouiur of

Before Justice Rammer>
Patrick Murphy and Patrick Brady, two desperatelooking young gentlemen of alKnit ten

years of age, were arraigned and committed in de-
muii 01 »i,uo.i uau on a cnarge 01 stabbing ttooert

Hand la the back while playing a came ol marbles.
Tim boy Maud is ill Uellovne Hospital under treat
ment, and ins assailants were committed to await
tae result ol Ins Injuries.

In Search of a Track.
Nicholas Meyer was put under $ 1,000 ball for

stealing a truck wortQ $100 from Charles llecker,
of No. lol Ludlow street. The truck was left outsidea stable owned by llecker, and, when the daylightcame, it was gone. Meyer, 01 course, denies
all knowledge of being concerned in the thett.

BROOKLYN COURTS.

SUPREME COURT-SPECIAL TERM.
Yesterday's Decisions.

By Judge Tappen.
Daniel Lord, Jr., vs. Sterne et aL.Motion domed.wltli $10 costs to abide events.
The People, Ac., vs. Kaiser..Writ of habeas

corpus quashed and prisoner remanded.
William B. Lawrence vs. Oswald Carman..Motiongranted, with $10 costs.
George H. Koberrs vs. Angeltne Decker..Motion

to open deiault and restore appeal to tieueral
Term calendar denied, with $10 costs.
The People ex rel. McGarnty vs. the Supervisors01 Westchester County..Motion lor inaudamusacmed, with $10 costs.

By Judne Pratt.
Mnhrman va dnnth b'nr lnu jqu
iuuuiiuau m»«vn 1 ii UUU.-II.CI. VIUWIU IUI VUUl*

missions denied, witu $10 costs.

CITY COURT-SPECIAL TERffi.
Yesterday's Decisions.

By Judge Nelison.
Relnhardt vs. Wilson..Case ana exceptions settledas amended and tiled.
Mar.v K. Uagley vs. bagley..Judgment of divorce

for adultery granted.
Simonds vs. Dipper..The Injunction must he

continued until tlte case can be heard on the menus.
Kyer vs. Woodward and Others New trial

granted. The jury were justified in Undine that a
portion of the property attached belonged to the
plaintiff, but the evidence tending to support the
claim that the defendants, creditors of the rormer
owner, had utrected the officer to attach the goods
was not sufficient.

COURT OF APPEALS CALENDAR.
Albany, Jan. 30, 1874.

The following is the Court ot Appeals day calendarlor Fcbiuary 2:.Nos. 82, 94, 05, 8b, 93, uo,
06, 99.

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.
*

Washington, Jan. 30, 1874.
The original case of Florida vs. Anderson and

others, involving the title to a great amount of
railroad property in Florida, was to-day argued
before the Supreme Conrt, the State maintaining
her right to a restoration of her bonds Issued to
the Jacksonville, Peusacola and Mobile Railroad,
consolidated with many others in exchange for
bonds issued by that road, alleging that the interesthas uot beeu paid and that, uuder the act
authorizing the aid to the road, the uovernor is
entitled to taKe possession, but that he is preventedirotn so doing by che United States Marshal,
who holds it subject to a decree of the Circuit
Court and proposes to sell it in satisfaction. The
deieudants contend that the Interests of the State
were represented in the suit in the Circuit Court
by her Hoard of Trustees of Internal Improvement,
and that she cannot therefore maintain the pres-
ent action. The state asks an order restraining
the sale under that decree, averring that it will
cieieat her claims to the fuud, alleging fraud and
collusion. The case Involves niauy millions of
dollars and is very complicated in respect to the
interests represented. H. It. Jackson appears lor
the deiendants and W. W. McKarland for the State.

RAPID TRANSIT.

Relief In Sixty Days by Surface Hoads.
To the Editor of thk Hkkald:.
The most sensible remarks about rapid transit

which I have seen In the columns of your paper
appeared this morning. The cominnnication was
froui a lady advocate of the underground plan,
and it contained a timely allusion to the fact that
rapid trauslt has ceased to be a problem.that It
is merely a question oi money. Given the right of
way, time and lunds, any engineer of average abll-
ity can design and execute a useiul and enduring
work uuder ground which shall extend lrom tho
centre of Brooklyn to the centre of Youkers. Tho
tunnel, except those portions under the rivers,
could be made nearly as tree to sunlight and very
much more agreeable to olfactory nerves than
the I'ark avenue tunnel. Candidly, the engineer
would encounter many very serious obstructions,
but no obstacle. It would require a clear brain
and some staying power, ample lime and a well
filled purse. It could be finished within ten years
at au average cost of $<),7o0,000 per mile, such
a work would leave a lavorable impression upon
the mind oi Mr. Alacaulay's New Zealander ii lie
happened to come this way, and 1 think he will
come; for the lame of that stupendous engineeringicat in tireeuwich street has gone abroad.
The loilowmg temporary accommodation could

be made available within sixty days:.Let the
proper Huiuuriuun is>r<iie uu urmi miuhuiiiuk me
present traitlc on the roadways of Second and
Tenth avenues between tnc hours of ttve aim
seven o'clock A. M. anil five and seven P. M. Put
down lour tracks of BessemeT steel rails on each
avenue, and on eacli track a train 01 thirty large
cars diawn by two poweriul locomotive endues,
one at cither end, with cow catcher outward,
Eighteen hundred passengers could be comfort-
abl.v seated In eacu train. The cars nearest to
the curbstones to stop every mile, the others to
run all the way through. During rue day engines
and cars to remain idle at Houston and Twelfth
streets; during the nignt at the north end 01 the
island. The trains to be run under a full head of
steam, with the throttle wide open. Many a fool
would lose ins lite in attempting to cross the tracks,
but that should not inconvenience us in the least;
It would be a clcar gain to the rest 01 the inhabitants.

It I am not rapidly losing two of my Ave senses
the railway companies under the rool ot the Urand
central depot, at Forty-second street, own sutllcieut"strong'' "old style" rolling kiock to equip
lour avenues. .1AMEH L. VEkPIjANK, U. li.
Nkw York, Jan. 28, 1874.

A Cheap Plan, with tOast Can, for Knell
Avenue,

To the Editor or tub Heralu:.
As the subject of rapid transit seems to be yet

unsolved 1 will suggest a plan, which to me Is new,
perfectly feasible, at nominal cost, available in
* inter as well as summer, and also to the present
generation la particular. The plun 1m to place
both the tracks close together, like those of an

ordinary steam road, lu the middle cf the avenue,
and enclose them la an ornamental structure of
wood or Iron, with continuous windows Irom a
bottom dne, level with thoae in the cars, and also
overhead U desired. This will leave the cars as
light a* day, and thus allow the engineer and conductorto sec passengers as well a>> now, and tuose
on the street to see the car as well. The structure
to be entirety open at the cross streets. There
being no suow on the track between the crossings,
a small plough on each tenth or twelfth car would
keep those entirely clear, or the snow couid be removedwith verjr little manual labor.

It may be urged tl'at mere will be danger ai the
crossings. No more so than now, If its much, UeIcause the victim would have to plant himself
squarely on the track, it may be .sank, too, that it
will obstruct the street. This is not so, for it would
iorce each vehicle to keep to its owu side, thereby
avoiding blockades, which would only occur at
crossings; and, with my car <which l will hereafter
explain) a co»siderai«le time raw ite allowed betweencars ami still make double the number or
trips now made, as there wonld he no obstructions
between.
The car above alluded to bas been thoroughly

and practically tested, both on the Norihamutoa
and ihe Williamsburg street railroads, where there
is n grade of about two feat to the mile, and alno on
i he T'lushiug aud NorfJft Side Kallroad, where it
rcobixl tut highest praise, TUcu. Will

It
ask, whr waa it not brought luto general
user Pur tlie dimple reason that t.iosu engaged is
it with me bad (lot tue euergy 10 tin .'it, that i>u*
bear. "It will frighten horses," wb -n in reality it
in the poor timid iiiau mat become* (Tightened,
and lor fear that tbe horse wooid aiso, tie streuu
ously objects to tbe now car, as of yore, when tail
roads ilrst started. Tbe aoove car is now at collegePoint, L. L, and 18 a common horse car, with
a small boiler on (be outer end of each platlorui,
gheathed ana painted the name as the car bodv,aiid provided with a throttle valve, reverse lover
and bruke on each platform, where tbe eugioeer
stand?. with unobstructed view, like tbe present
uuver. tnereby avoiding turntablea. Tbe ensjiueer
is underneath, witb water tanks under tbe seats,
wliah enables tbe car to accommodate tbe same
number of passengers, witb tree ingress
and egress ar both end* as without the
machinery. 1 have frequently (with a lull load of
passengers) brought it to » dead stop within
twenty leet, when going at a spued of twenty miles
per hour, aud it is suillcieuily powerful to draw
lour or Ave other ears on any of the avenues. Tbl
ash puns are also enclosed, so that no Are is
dropped on the street. It all atoove the bottom of
the car windows be constructed of iron and glass
the Vil'W across would li« nmnii» Th« window*

r.u^ a° C0UHLructeU an to be let down!r*i!L ,!S Mu,m,mtr,r 8»*a»on in like manner to chose
tiin.fi, !' o*i e* ,roiu experience, that witn

vnlvu ,eemt'nt 1110 trip iro» Chatham
5 mw in u «e ca.n CiW"> *>e made, with allt>tops, iu tw( uty minutes. Then, aumu, each avenueu»ay have its rui.id transit, and thus avoidcrosstown travel to reach the cir. WisTa or larthe cheapest aad quickest method tnat rould bo"SSSSL.rw». h,wl, j... a.1(bl lanuu<"<A
Belt Six-Trark lioad Along Kacl* River
Front, with WharvcH anil Warehonsen,

To THE ED1TOE OF THE HERALD:.
I propose a system of docks, warehouses <*n4

belt railroad ou each river iront and into WestChestercounty, first, cons1 met a railroad of *ay
six tracks, commencing on the east side, say at the
loot oi Wall street, on the bulkheads ol piers, nocordingto the following planTo widen South
street to 80 or 100 leet; men on lino or same
construct piers, placed in the water and built in accordancewith a novel system ol cofferdams; these
piers to be sixty leet apart in a longitudinal direction,built oi solid granite rock, and to the beighth
or eighteen leet above the surface of toe street. It
Is proposed to have the same constructed lor six
tracks, viz.Two for way travel, two for through
travel and two ror freight. The roadway u> bo
built upon and supported by heavy Iron beams of
an entirely new design, thus spanning the entrancesto the docks and warehouses. The wiiolu
surface between said beams to be rilled or arcitcd
with an indestructible material, so as to deaden
the noise ol passing trains, as well as to strengiheu
the structure and obscure it iroin view. A wall of
the same material to be constructed on eucn outsideor tracks, which will prevent the wheels rrom
leaviug the tracks, and also the passing traius
iroin iriKhieulug horses.
Construct tills road aloug'the entire water front

of the city, and as soon as the demands of travel
require, u cau be completed in much less timo
tiiau any other proposed plan, and, 11 proper facilitiescau be uad, it cau be constructed within ono
year. The building ol the road should entertained.
The (lock building and warehouses can be erected
as trade may demand, fho construction of tne
railroad or placing ol the piers will not in any way
Interiere with the loading or unloading of
vegsels, nor atl'ect any private interest.
Kilt. Mil wir.h ilii v rit.uor mnnnuitinn nar.

ticularly those which would undermine or tunneltrio streets, thus interieruu with gas pipes,
sewers, water mains, undermining buildings, and
also uic objections property holders make to tbo
tact that wuen the road would be finished the conslantjar or passing trains would work injuriously
to the loundation and walls of their buik'iugs.
All these and many other verv serious objection#
liereioiore advanced by property holders against
the "arcade project," tne "underground" and
all others, would i>e entirely disposed oi, and tho
railroad constructed according to tho above designwould forever be distinct and apart troui tho
ordinary busluess and traffic of the streets.
The idea entertained by the writer is to secure a

grant or charter from the Legislature to the city
ol New York: a commission, appointed and named
in the bill, 01 Ave competent geutiemen, one to be
a flrst class engineer; this commission to be Derpetualand appointed hcrealter, as may be deemed
most prudent; no legislation to be had in tho
future lu relation to t he carrying out of the originaldesign, until the bonds issued to construct tho
road were liquidated, a provision or clause being
made in the charter and a condition between tne
city and the bondholders that no legislation
aitecting tne original bill and its provisions is to
be had until the design shall be luiiy carried into
effect, thereby preventing future schemes of
plunder; the city of New York to be empowered to
borrow money and issue bonds known as "Railroadand Dock Building bouds," and to be liquidatedas the proceeds for rent of docks and earningso; railroad would accrue, and when said systemwas completed and paid lor the tare to be reducedto rates which would pay lor operating and
conducting the road, thus rendering it tne "people'sproject."

In conclusion, I will add that I will construct a
roadway tor six tracks, located 011 tne bulkheads
ol river fronts, and according to design set lorth,
lor less than $1,500,000 per mile on this side the
Harlem River and lor a much less sum in Westchestercounty. Tne above sum will equip tne
road.
Most respectfully, your obedient servant,

JA.ME8 O'FiUKL.
Contractor and Constructing Engineer, No. 71

Broadway.
Mkw york, Jan. 29, 1st*.

To# Many Sclieint-n.Let the City Build
the Read and Add Billions to Her
Wealth.

TO TJ1K editor Ok' the herald:.
The columns of your paper during tbe past few

days, since you opened them to the discussion of
the rapid transit question, have furnished a very
complete abridged history of what has taken place
before the Legislature on that subject during tho
last ten years. Lacli of your correspondents has
lurnished his plan of a railroad; has adduccd the
arguments which to lUs' mind proved it to be the
best plan, if not the only plan, upon which a city
railroad could profitably be built. AH this, increasedmany fold, Is what has been going on in
Hie Legislature, not for ten years only, but twice
that period. Ever since 1852, when John Schuyler
Introduced the iirst bill for rapid transit in tbe city
of New lork, Urn Legislature has not ceased to be
overwhelmed at every session with multitudinous
schemes and plans lor the accomplishment or that
most daalrftbie object.. Thev increased in number
and their advocates and projectors inoroased in Importunity,until, in the session oi 1B72, no less than
thirty-two bills on that subject were Oeiore the
Legislature at one time. Anil the advocates of each
were prepared to show at any moment, in long addressesana with inauilold pictures and diagrams,
that their own particular plan was tbe only ono that,
combined every went, while everybody else's was
utterly impracticable and worthless. Is it to l>»
wondered at. that the Legislature, confused and bewilderedby these discordant counscla, or wearied
by the pertinacity of these "private enterprise"
schemes, look reluge in a general bill ignoring
them all, or else Ui passing such wonderments as
us the "travelling sidewalk," the "pneumatic tube"
or the Greenwich street untpedc Y Yet, in lact,
some verv irood charters nave been passed.very
ui)out a dozen in all; but, though twenty years havo
elapsed, have we gut anv railroad? Wo have losti
l.o'io.OiHt 01 tne population which we should have
had; we are sacrificing annually more thaa
$l 5,000,000 oi tax revenues, which snould now belongto us. more than wc are netting; and can any
man say we are any nearer a solution 01 the questionas to plans than we were twenty years ago t
Worse than tins: we have a city filled with distress
oi every kind; one-halt of onr population packed
in tenement houses seven stories deep, the con-'
stant nicnacc ol the peace and saiety or the other'
hall; and vet our chief city oflh-ers can llnd ni»
other remedy than to appropriate f I5.ooo.ooo ti<>
build Jails and poortiouses to meet (he crimes and
poverty of which these crowded tenemouts are
the one proline source. 1 think uiter this long and
dear experience we may settle uown to tmo or
three sale conclusions:.
Firm.We shall never have and we nev*r ought,

to have a railroad MU tUe city Itseli DtUda and
owns it. For a railroad to be of any real swvioe
to the people must lurnlsh transit ai the hiwesk
possible rate.a rate that shall barely cover tho
interest on Its cost. Cheap transit and twenty per
cent dividends upon thrice watered block, ace
wholly incompatible terms.
Second.I'lans and routes of the road should bo

left, not to those who tirait lulls, who wiully have
but little knowledge of engineering, tout. to a competentboard (d engineers, who, the city
shall determine to build the road, will be called
i]mm t.i survcv thegrouud and deteantiie upon tho
iM'Ht nhin tfiid tUo t>cst roulP#
Third lo be ruu cheaply at low: rates 01 fare It

must be built economically. To tWs und tho Elgin
Hour law, u' least in its application to thla wurk.fHiioiiiii lie repealed.
such a bill.a bill which will ntvor add $1 to th»

Ki\e- vi the people, which wiu in ton years artil.
jl.wo.ooo.ooo to our present taxable property, frtilili
will confer an inestimable boon of happiness ur©n
our whole people, will soou claim the attention of
tue Legislature.
H lie press will give It that support which It deservesour ureatest cotircea of distress will soon be

removed, and New York will e.ntcr upon a new
epoch. of prosperity unknown In her nasi, history.

8, B. CHUftCH.

VVUe murder and husband suicide are getting
quite common lu California. la San Frantoisco, ou
tue iflth lost., Kudolph Mitchell cut the throat of
bis wile, Annie Mitchell, wttti a razor, and then
drew the edge of the same Instrument across lua
own throat. Both died instantly. At Santa Barbara,on the 18tli, \Y. W. Shedd inflicted flity staos
with a ca.-e fcnite apou tils wile, and then cut two
holes In his throat arvrt sent three ballets throagn
his henrt. They wen\t>oth found dead in tho hous®
i.v neighbors, who Dad boon alaruicd t>v tucic
Utr«« vUibJrosu


